Generally, secondary bonding interactions are rather common for aryl-substituted TeiV complexes. Additional intermolecular coordination has been found in earlier investigated analogues of (1 ). Thus, in the structure of iodobis( diethy ldithiocarbamato )phenyltellurium(IV), (2) (Husebye & Maartmann-Moe, 1994) , two symmetrically independent molecules are paired off with Te· · ·S distances of 3.597 (1) There is an example of much stronger intermolecular C-Te· ··I coordination in the structure of bis(diethyldithiocarbamato )iodo( 4-methoxyphenyl)tellurium(IV), ( 4) (Husebye, Kudis & Lindeman, 1996) , where molecules are connected into centrosymmetrical dimers by Te· · ·I contacts of 3.569(l)A [C-Te .. ·I 176.7(1) 0 ]. Such short contacts between the Te atom and the electronpair donor atoms and groups would be impossible if the lone electron pair of the Te atom was stereochemically active (it occupies the axial position). Apparently, in aryl-substituted Te 1 v complexes, the lone electron pair is sufficiently inert (e.g. localized in an s orbital of Te) due to the strong negative u-inductive effect of the aryl group. This may be confirmed by the elongation (loosening) of the Te-Cary 1 bond in complex~s ( 1) and (2)-(4) to 2.145 (3) and 2.139 (2)-2.211 (2) A, respectively, in fOmparison to the Te-Carkyl bond length of 2.115 (5) A found in the molecule of bis(diethyldithiocarbamato)(iodo)methyltellurium(IV), (5) (Daktemieks, Di Giacomo, Gable & Hoskins, 1988) , in spite of the larger covalent radius of the sp 3 -hybridized C atom. In complex (5), the strong positive u-inductive effect of the methyl group seems to result in an increase of the spatially active role of the Te lone electron pair. No short intermolecular contacts were found for the Te atom [the shortest being a Te· · ·I contact of 4.299 A cf the sum of the van der Waals radii of 4.04 A (Bondi; 1964 ) ;
The p-methoxyphenyl ligand in (1) has the usual planar rr-conjugated structure; the torsion angle C-C-0-C is only 9.1 (5) 
Experimental
The title compound ( 1) was obtained by adding excess elemental bromine to p-Me0C6~ Te(Me2NCS2h (as solutions in CC1 4 and CH2Ch, respectively) and recrystallized in 66% yield by precipitation from a mixture of ethanol, CH2Ch and toluene (3:2: l by volume).
Crystal data
C13H19BrN20S4Te. The absorption correction was made assuming that the crystal contained a stoichiometric ratio (2: 1) of complex ( 1) and dichloromethane solvent molecules. The CH 2 Ch solvent molecule was located by a difference Fourier synthesis (disordered on the centre of symmetry with partial population; the occupancy factor of 0.45 instead of 0.5 for the symmetrically independent position was adjusted empirically) and refined by a least-squares method with the restriction d(C-Cll) = d(CCl2) = d (d was refined as an independent parameter). Program(s) used to solve structure: SHELXS86 (Sheldrick, 1985) . Program(s) used to refine structure: SHELXL93 (Sheldrick, I993) .
Lists of structure factors, anisotropic displacement parameters, Hatom coordinates and complete geometry have been deposited with the IUCr (Reference: NA1149). Copies may be obtained through The Managing Editor, International Union of Crystallography, 5 Abbey Square, Chester CHI 2HU, England.
